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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to the following communications: RCE filed 08/29/2008. 



2. Claims 1 -25 are pending in the case. Claims 1 , 11, 14, and 20 are the independent claims. 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 
A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application is eligible for 
continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been 
timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 
1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 08/29/2008 has been entered. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



4. Claims 1-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable anticipated by 

Eruhimov et al. (Hereinafter Eruhimov) U.S. Patent Publication No. 20040215591 filed Apr. 
25, 2003, in view of Bianchini et al (hereinafter Bianchini) U.S. Patent No. 20030115174 filed 
May 9, 2002. 



In regard to Independent claim 1, Eruhimov teaches a method of automatically customizing a 
user interface the method (See Figure 8) comprising: 
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• Identifying a user of the user interface (see Para 16-19 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches 
organizing the information based on the user's interaction with the items. Therefore, the 
system must identify the user because one user's traversal of frequently accessed items 
will be different from another and applying a shortcut to an item that the user has 
accessed for another user would be contra to the applicant's invention. 

• Displaying an object within the user interface (Eruhimov Figure 3 and 4). Eruhimov 
expressly discloses displaying an object within the interface, such as files and menu 
items and icons (see Para 22). 

Eruhimov does not expressly teach 

• Displaying a plurality of shortcuts for the object automatically adjusted based on the 
identity of the user and a history of the object operations performed by the user to 
manage the object, wherein at least one shortcut of the plurality of shortcuts comprises a 
control for managing data in an application. 

However, Bianchini teaches a system that specifically allows a user to browse a hierarchical file 
system where the identity of a user is recognized by their personalize link object repository (See 
Para 31) and where Bianchini shows the history of exploration events by the user (See Figure 5 
and Para 28-29) and where the user explores the file system through context sensitive 
conventional commands (See Para 50) that allow the user to organize folders in an application, 
which is an example of at least one control that allows the user to manage data in an application. 
Bianchini and Eruhimov both teach displaying a hierarchical file system browser and then both 
teach creating shortcuts for the user automatically. 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention having the teachings of Bianchini and Eruhimov in front of them to modify the system of 
Eruhimov to adjust the shortcuts based on the identity of the user because Bianchini specifically 
teaches tracking the users LOR and then presenting the objects to the user based on the 
selection made by the user. The motivation to combine Bianchini with Eruhimov comes from the 
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suggestion in Bianchini where Bianchini suggests a need to assist in displaying the exploration of 
a file system where a user is assisted by having the interface create, manage and propose to the 
user target locations they have visited in an automatic form (See Para 51-52). 



With respect to dependent claim 2, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the plurality of 
shortcuts comprises one of: a hyperlink, a button, an icon, a toolbar control, and a menu item 
(See Para 22 and Figure 3-4). Eruhimov teaches the files or menu items are shortcuts and icons 
can be shortcuts. 

With respect to dependent claim 3, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object comprises 
one of a data file and a set of related data within a data file (Eruhimov Figure 7 shows files and 
folders). 

With respect to dependent claim 4, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising recording 
object operations that are performed by the user on the object to create the history of object 
operations (See Para 29-30). 

With respect to dependent claim 5, Eruhimov teaches calculating a frequency that each object 
operation was selected by the user, and determining a particular object operation having the 
highest frequency (See Para 34 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches calculating an index of items 
that are accessed by the user. The top item in the index will be the most frequent item accessed 
by the user (See also Para 30). 

With respect to dependent claim 6, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising managing 
the object using an application wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on the application 
(See Para 16 and 17). 

As to dependent claim 7, 17 and 23, Eruhimov teaches the method, system and medium (See 
Para 13) wherein the object has one of a plurality of object states and wherein the displayed 
shortcuts are further based on object state (Eruhimov Para 19). Eruhimov teaches the user 
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folders are hierarchically organized and Figure 7 shows the state of the object in a menu. For 
example, the items are selected and then displayed on the tree in an open state. Therefore, a 
state can be where the item is active and displayed to the user. The "drive A" item would not be 
displayed to the user if it were not selected by the user. Couple this rationale with the tracking of 
how many times the user has accessed the path and generating the shortcut to the folder, then 
the structure exists to have an object with a state of selected and in a child node arrangement on 
a tree. 

With respect to dependent claim 8, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the user has a user 
attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut are further based on a history of object operations 
selected by a set of users having the user attribute (Para 17). Eruhimov teaches the interface 
may consist of the Microsoft Windows system and all users within the Window system have a 
login ID and objects on the interface are organized by a user's profile. 
With respect to dependent claim 9, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object has an 
object attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on a history of object 
operations selected for a set of objects having the object attribute (See Para 26-30). Eruhimov 
teaches the auto shortcut is generated automatically based on the number of times it has been 
accessed by the user (See also Figure 8) and the objects have attributes, where they are files or 
folders on a menu or are icons (See Para 22). 

With respect to dependent claims 10 and 13, as indicated in the above rejection, Eruhimov 
teaches each element of claim 9 and 12. 

Eruhimov does not expressly teach reserving a portion of the interface for displaying the 
shortcuts, wherein the shortcuts are displayed in the reserved portion. However, this limitation 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention in view of 
Bianchini, because Bianchini shows the shortcuts displayed in a lower section of the frame (See 
figure 5). The motivation to combine Bianchini with Eruhimov comes from the suggestion in 
Bianchini where Bianchini suggests a need to assist in displaying the exploration of a file system 
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where a user is assisted by having the interface create, manage and propose to the user target 
locations they have visited in an automatic form (See Para 51-52). 

In regard to Independent claim 11, Eruhimov teaches the method of automatically customizing a 
user interface the method comprising: 

• Identifying a user of the user interface (see Para 16-19 and Figure 8). Eruhimov teaches 
organizing the information based on the user's interaction with the items. Therefore, the 
system must identify the user because one user's traversal of frequently accessed items 
will be different from another and applying a shortcut to an item that the user has 
accessed for another user would be contra to the applicant's invention. 

• Displaying an object within the user interface, wherein the object has an object attribute 
(Eruhimov Figure 3 and 4). Eruhimov expressly discloses displaying an object within the 
interface, such as files and menu items and icons (see Para 22). The objects displayed in 
the screen all have object attributes where they are files or folders on a menu or are 
icons (See Para 22) and they are located in the hierarchical structure, which is an 
attribute of the object. 

• Recording object operations that are performed by the user on the object to manage the 
object in a history of object operations (See Para 29-30 and 35). Eruhimov teaches 
collecting access statistics. 

Eruhimov does not expressly teach: 

• Displaying a plurality of shortcuts for the object automatically adjusted based on the user, 
identity of the user, the object attribute, and a history of the object operations performed 
by the user to manage the object, wherein at least one shortcut of the plurality of 
shortcuts comprises a control for managing data in an application 

However, Bianchini teaches a system that specifically allows a user to browse a hierarchical file 
system where the identity of a user is recognized by their personalize link object repository (See 
Para 31) and where Bianchini shows the history of exploration events by the user (See Figure 5 
and Para 28-29) and where the user explores the file system through context sensitive 
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conventional commands (See Para 50) that allow the user to organize folders in an application, 
which is an example of at least one control that allows the user to manage data in an application. 
Bianchini and Eruhimov both teach displaying a hierarchical file system browser and then both 
teach creating shortcuts for the user automatically. Bianchini teaches that each record in the 
LOR has an index field that contains the starting location from the selected location made by the 
user and contains a sorting criterion stored in an additional field, which is at least one example of 
an attribute of the object (See Para 31). 

Accordingly it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention having the teachings of Bianchini and Eruhimov in front of them to modify the system of 
Eruhimov to adjust the shortcuts based on the identity of the user because Bianchini specifically 
teaches tracking the users LOR and then presenting the objects to the user based on the 
selection made by the user. The motivation to combine Bianchini with Eruhimov comes from the 
suggestion in Bianchini where Bianchini suggests a need to assist in displaying the exploration of 
a file system where a user is assisted by having the interface create, manage and propose to the 
user target locations they have visited in an automatic form (See Para 51-52). 

With respect to dependent claim 12, Eruhimov teaches the method further comprising managing 
the object using an application wherein the displayed shortcut are further based on the 
application (See Para 16 and 17). 

In regard to Claims 14-16, claims 14-16 reflect the system comprising computer readable 
instructions for performing the steps of method claims 11-12, respectively, and are rejected along 
the same rationale. 
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With respect to dependent claim 18, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the user has a user 
attribute and wherein the displayed shortcuts are further based on a history of object operations 
selected by a set of users having the user attribute (Para 17). Eruhimov teaches the interface 
may consist of the Microsoft Windows system and all users within the Window system have a 
login ID and objects on the interface are organized by a user's profile. 

With respect to dependent claim 19, Eruhimov teaches the method wherein the object has an 
object attribute and wherein the displayed shortcut is further based on a history of object 
operations selected for a set of objects (See Para 26-30). Eruhimov teaches the auto shortcut is 
generated automatically based on the number of times it has been accessed by the user (See 
also Figure 8) and the objects have attributes, where they are files or folders on a menu or are 
icons (See Para 22). 

In regard to Claims 20-22, claims 20-22 reflect the program product comprising computer 
readable instructions for performing the steps of method claims 11-12, respectively, and are 
rejected along the same rationale. 

With respect to dependent claim 24, claim 24 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 18, and is respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 

With respect to dependent claim 25, claim 25 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 19, and is respectfully rejected along the same rationale. 
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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-25 have been considered but are moot in view of 
the new ground(s) of rejection. Applicant has changed the scope of the independent claims by 
adding the limitation of displaying the shortcuts based on the identity of the user. 
However, the Examiner provides the rationale employed in Eruhimov to forward prosecution and 
can understand the applicant's position where they interpret Eruhimov to not identify the user. 
However, the claims merely recite identifying "a" user which would at least provide for identifying 
that the user at the time event entry has made a selection. So, therefore the first limitation does 
not recite identifying a specific user where a broader interpretation can simply be that interface 
identifies "a" user but not the specific user. That said, the system of Eruhimov shows the 
implementation within a Windows environment (See Para 16), which requires a specific user 
account to log-on and manage applications even if it is a guest or administrator. 

Response to Amendment 
Applicant submitted an Affidavit on 07/10/2008 and the Examiner responded to the Affidavit in the 
Advisory action mailed 07/29/2008. Applicant did not supply additional arguments in the RCE and 
in light of the applicant's amendments it is assumed the applicant is not pursuing the process to 
overcome the prior art of record with a prior disclosure. Therefore, since applicant did not 
respond the Examiners response or comments in the Advisory action, which is incorporated here 
within, the response to the 1.131 affidavit is made final. 

Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should 
be directed to Steven B. Theriault whose telephone number is (571) 272-5867. The examiner can 
normally be reached on M, W, F 10:00AM - 8:00 PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, 
Weilun Lo can be reached on (571) 272-4847. The fax phone number for the organization where this 
application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) 
at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative 
or access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 



/Steven B Theriault/ 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2179 



